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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . The copy of the memo filed on November 4, 2005 under 37 CFR 1 . 1 31 is 
sufficient to overcome the Mee and Meltzer references. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments, see amendment, filed November 4, 2005, with respect to 
the rejection(s) of claim(s) the claims under 35 U.S.C. 102 and 103 have been fully 
considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. 
However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of 
Kravitz, Rothschild, and March. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Kravitz et al 
[U.S. Patent No. 5,978,493]. 

Regarding claim 1, Kravitz teaches a method for alerting security personnel and 
bystanders that a person is missing. The method comprises steps of photographing one 
or more images of a person and recording the images electronically, collecting and 
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recording identifying information related to the person and a guardian or responsible 
person, and transferring the identifying information and the recorded images to a 
portable storage medium (column 1 , line 64 - column 2, line 1 1 ). The method further 
comprises transferring the recorded images and identifying information to a system 
server on demand, processing and storing the recorded images and identifying 
information in a data file, and displaying the recorded image on a plurality of display 
monitors at multiple locations (column 2, lines 25-30 and column 3, lines 51-65). Kravitz 
teaches that a computer processes the information received from the portable storage 
device (column 4, lines 8-25). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kravitz as 
applied to the claim above, and further in view of March [U.S. Patent No. 6,034,605]. 

Regarding claim 2, Kravitz does not specifically disclose a step of obtaining a 
fingerprint of a person. In an analogous art, March discloses a method for alerting 
security personnel and bystanders that a person is missing, comprising the steps of 
obtaining a fingerprint of a person (column 2, lines 35-55), converting the fingerprint to a 
digital record (column 3, lines 40-52), and transferring the fingerprint record to a system 
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server on demand (column 3, line 53 - column 4, line 11). March does not disclose that 
fingerprint information is transferred to a portable storage medium. However, Kravitz 
teaches the limitation of storing personal identification information on a portable storage 
medium and processing and storing the information in a data file. Neither Kravitz nor 
March specifically disclose generating an image in print format. One of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention by the applicant would have recognized that 
information including fingerprint records that were provided at a computer terminal for 
viewing could have been printed. It would have been obvious to the skilled artisan to 
modify the invention of Kravitz to include the steps of using fingerprint records for 
identifying lost individuals. This would have been an obvious modification because it 
would take advantage of a person's unique fingerprint to positively identify the lost 
person. The use of a fingerprint would ensure that a lost person would be positively 
identified. 

7. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kravitz as 
applied to the claim 1 above and further in view of Wills [GB 2293348 A]. 

As for claim 3, though it would have been an obvious modification, Kravitz does 
not disclose a step of printing a label. In an analogous art, Wills discloses a step of 
printing a label when a person is missing (page 3, paragraph 2). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention by the applicant to 
modify the invention of Kravitz to include a step of printing a label so that bystanders 
could recognize a missing person. The practice of printing ads, labels, posters, and 
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flyers to inform the public of missing persons was well known in the art at the time of the 
present invention. 

8. Claims 4 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kravitz as applied to claim 1 above, in view of March and further in view of Wills. 

As for claim 4, each of the references teaches a method for alerting security 
personnel and bystanders that a person is missing. Each reference also, teaches that 
this system maybe advantageous in places such as a school, shopping mall, hospital, or 
police station. It is well known that all of these locations are equipped with public 
address systems. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention by applicant to sound an alarm via a public address system when a 
person is lost. It was shown above that Kravitz teaches notifying persons at multiple 
locations of a missing person. A skilled artisan would have recognized that notification 
using a public address system would have prepared bystanders to be more aware of 
their surroundings so as to help in locating the lost person. 

As for claim 5, Wills discloses that personal identification information needs to be 
updated periodically so information remains up-to-date (page 4, full paragraph 3). This 
would suggest that when using a smart card information may be erased and updated. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that information could be 
erased from a portable storage medium so that information could be update or so that 
the portable storage medium could be used for a different person. 
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9. Claims 6-12, 17, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kravitz in view of March. 

As for claim 6, Kravitz discloses a system for alerting security personnel and 
bystanders that a person is missing that comprises cameras (208) for photographing 
and recording one or more images of a person (204, 206), a portable storage medium 
(300), data handler software and date compression modules are obvious parts of the 
Kravitz invention (column 3, lines 12-23 and column 4, lines 21-26). The computer 
systems of Kravitz would obviously have to have software to interpret and use the data 
read from the portable storage medium. Kravitz discloses that data and images are 
compressed. Kravitz also discloses personal computers (214, 400) and display 
monitors (column 2, lines 25-30). It is obvious that Kravitz has a server for 
communication between the users of the personal computers and a central database. 
Kravitz does not specifically disclose identification forms, a network protocol, and 
notification software. March disclose the use of personal identification forms (10) and 
broadcast of information over a network to a plurality of locations (column 1 , lines 61- 
66). It would have been obvious that the system comprises a network protocol and 
notification software. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention by the applicant to modify the invention of Kravitz to include the teachings of 
March because the modifications would result in a notification system capable of 
informing a plurality of people at a plurality of locations anywhere in the world that a 
person is lost or has been abducted. 
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As for claim 7, Kravitz discloses a data collection module (506, 504, 512, 526), a 
database (508 or column 4, lines 21-26), and a data transfer module (514). 

Regarding claim 8, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention by the applicant that images could have been compressed 
into records of varying size. This limitation can be viewed as matter of design. One 
would obviously want to have a large photograph of a missing person's face so that 
security or bystanders could easily identify the lost person. 

As for claim 9, March discloses means for signal monitoring (column 3, lines 31- 
40), a data processor module, and an output module (column 3, line 53 - column 4, line 
25). 

As for claim 10, March discloses that fingerprints could be a part of stored 
personal identification information. One of ordinary skill in the art would have 
recognized that a fingerprint sensor could be used for scanning and/or comparing a 
fingerprint with stored information. 

Regarding claims 11 and 12, each of the references teaches a method for 
alerting security personnel and bystanders that a person is missing. Each reference 
also, teaches that this system maybe advantageous in places such as a school, 
shopping mall, hospital, or police station. It is well known that all of these locations are 
equipped with public address systems. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention by applicant to sound an alarm via a public 
address system and optionally a power horn when a person is lost. It was shown above 
that Kravitz teaches notifying persons at multiple locations of a missing person. A skilled 
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artisan would have recognized that notification using a public address system would 
have prepared bystanders to be more aware of their surroundings so as to help in 
locating the lost person. These limitations can be viewed as matters of design. 

Regarding claims 17 and 18, it was noted above that March obviously uses a 
network protocol. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention by the applicant to provide a standard wireless protocol or wireless 
access point device. Both were well known and widely used in communication devices 
at the time of the invention by the applicant. These limitations can be viewed as a 
matter of design. 

10. Claims 13, 14, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kravitz in view of March as applied to claim 6 above, and further in 
view of Wills. 

Regarding claims 13 and 14, neither Kravitz nor March disclose a smart card 
reader. Wills discloses that it was known in the art for lost person notification systems 
to have personal identification information stored onto smart cards and readers for 
reading the information from the cards (page 3, full paragraph 2). It would have been to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention by the applicant to modify the 
portable storage medium to include the well-known "smart" card for storing personal 
identification information to be read by a smart card reader. This would have been an 
obvious modification because smart cards are known for their low power characteristics 
and ease of use. 
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As for claim 16, Wills teaches the use of a label printer (page 3, full paragraph 

2). 

1 1 . Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kravitz 
in view of March as applied to claim 6 above, and further in view of Rothschild [Pub No. 
US 2003/0097351 A1]. 

Regarding claim 15, neither Kravitz nor March disclose the use of a flash 
memory as a portable storage medium. In an analogous art, Rothschild discloses that a 
flash memory device can be used to store personal identification information (Figures 1 
and 2, paragraph 7). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention by the applicant to modify the inventions of Kravitz and March to 
include the use of a flash memory device. This would have been an obvious 
modification because the flash memory device could easily operate with any personal 
computer equipped with a USB port for storing and retrieving information relating to the 
identification of a person. 

Conclusion 

1 2. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Eric M. Blount whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
2973. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 am - 4:00 pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey Hofsass can be reached on (571) 272-2981. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Eric M. Blount 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2636 



